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Dear General Counsel,

lam hereby filing an ofhcial complaint against the Attorney General of Oklahoma, Drew
Edmondson.fbravtotabonof:

(l)Nopenonifaall—
(OMaketoontnlwtionintfaeniiiieof
(H) Knowiqgly permit hit or her mme to be med to cflfect tint contribution;

|Mr̂
(iv) Knowingly accept s contribution made by one penoa in the name of another.

^̂ Ula • ••••l»l»a SM • • ^^^_^^_^4J__ • !*_.__ ^m^± M n̂aJ uJik <|B!M ̂ î̂ _i nis oompiajni is oeaea on •nofmanon i nave mcwoaa wnn mis amer.

On April 16,2007 Attorney General Drew ejmono^on sect a letter to the Executive Direct
the State Ethics Commission wherein he admits vtoiattng the above statute by m^̂
2004 contribute to then canddate for UrfM
2005 a* it ttxKkMi to ourrer* United StttesC^^
only to have Ns Attorney GeneraTs campaign aocoucH reimburse him far the contribution.

This caused him to be front and canlsr in dkvdirQ
as a meant to funnel money from his campaign aocoia^ to fheaecandkialea without the pubNc having
Knowledge of where the money actually originated from; thus, "knowinĝ  parmttling his name to be
used to eflert that cwitributtanr. I woW submit thslhfrdWIarrnor* than pern* his
but he personally took a rote in dtascflng tie activity.

Hedidn<*,ard<guMnc<havem^1hec^^
i ooninDUDonB flro 110011 undir ̂ jmnoBiB MNVL a^aflflviB CeWOBy flno inon

flttaVlnft m^% R^ft ^aiBw DanHanBâ nHfl naHŝ naĵ l flar eVUHa^alB f̂l ^slaw HRer s •••• MBBB^V IflMf •••• a^B BlMDin^P^̂ ^BM • V^P W flP^B* VB •^P •OT ̂ W^PV • ̂ W V V PM. PVPĴ PJ ^PV ̂ WVPVPPJ ••• VP P^P1 PVPVV • • P PW V^^V W ^VPW P PVP P^F ^pivWP • •

to uphold.



I ltfflfttf^fcAfl AlW^B^B^A ^^&Aflftfl̂ A^B ftfc^Bflktffe^Btfh^kdA ̂ fc ••KA4 A^^A f̂eMB ^AflBfltt MM f̂c ^M^B ^B ^k^B^M^A ^ f̂ ••̂ ^ •̂̂ •̂ K^^Af̂ ^MM ^^^M fc f̂lfea ••
KTK9W ulBee WIN USnappened • row VMn ByU, DUI SS apunnOf MHUHIIBUUII far VOUT

investigate I wiltsH you that the Atto^
State RepreeenisiiiiaMito Reynolds r̂ ^ When Wormed of the vtotobons, the
Attorney General said he would reeeenshtt, which he dkf end then eubeequenfly medo the
reifnburiernente end edfnHted thet tie dU, indeed, ineke • nufflber of improper contributions

Sometime after Edmondeon ceme ItvwfliiJ end KkuNled this "viototionr, Rep. Reynolds
Hst of "improper* 4kuilJ (buttons thet the Attorney General hedmede

and asked him to come dean on them as weft Edmondson reftjsed to took into them and attacked
Reynolds as someone desperately trying to be rstevanL I tel you this because it is important for you
to know that Edmondson has a pratty lenQttiy history of theee types of "mistakesT that have iHegally
§, —— m£Am ,M ffML^^m n^B^Jt̂ ^A**^ flMMMMMa f^^t^^mft^m^ Odtt M>l^ 1^ mm^A ^HB S^^J^t^mm^ i^-^J^^^^ ̂ . ^ 1^ m»M^^H*.M .̂ ^M ^ueiieiiiBU UUMI cancKHne aciuse unviuinB. oo, uw is noi an MOHBSQ mcneni DUE is IIHMILUVU or a
pattern of bahavky where the Attorney General bete
* »-«— • |̂MM»TorraeacDons.

The Federal Election Commission hes made a number of startHnBdtooovaries over the years
in Oklatama oonoeming "slraw donoraT
convictions—It seems that this is Just another case of similar type of behavior. Mr. Edmondson is a
powerful politician who seems to believe that he isabova the taw- doing whatever he wishes inspHe
of the limitations put on him by Stale and Federal tow.

Sofsr, thorn has been no law enforcement oIKda! in this state wilinQ to fito charges against this
politician due to his position of power that he wields against his potittoal enemies-please step
forward and make SUB that justice is done and the law was followed in this case.

Again, this is not a me» oversight, as he will most fikely plea, but a deliberate repetitive
behavior. AsimptormsorryarxJarefurKlrftheilegal
buddtestotheOMahorrMtowerrtoreem
them against the law, arKl have the courage to initiate and (gr̂

Thank you,

Richard Engto

This statement was stoned and sworn to before me on the lUrk davof June. 200B
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My Commission SMpires_
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W. A. DREW EDMONDSON
ATTORNEY GENERAL
STATE OF OKLAHOMA

April 16.2007

Ms. Marilyn Hughes
Executive Director
State Ethic* Commission
Slate Capitol
Oklahoma City. Oklahoma

Dear Ms. Hughes:

Baaed upon a recent conversation with you. I have detennined thai my inteiprctation of the ethics
rules has been incorrect in a specific regard and that my campaign, in the 2006 election cycle, has
made one expenditure and a niimber of rcimbii^^ With that
detennination I have *hfc date made a refimd to the cfy^gp for die following
expendituresfoimbursenieiits;

1. April 1.2004, personal check to teOUalMmia House PACiehnbuned by the
campaign in the amount of $100.00.

2. Aprils, 2004. personal check to Bred Carson for Senate reimbursed by the campaign
in the amount of $250.00.

3. June 3,2004, personal che<* to the Jeff McMahancani^
campaign in the amount of $400.00.

4. January 25,2005, personal checks to tbc Jerry McPeak campaign and the Ryan Kiesd
campaign for 5100.00 each, reirnbursed by the campaign in me amount of $200.00.

5. Ar^S.2005,ix3Sc^checktotheOUatonu^
campaign in the amount of $100.00.

6. Aprils, 2005, personal check to Senate Democrats reimbursed by uu(»npaign in the
amount of $100.00.

7. Jtiry 29; 2005, |>eiaoiid check to the ScctfMee^
campaign m the amount of $250.00.
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8. August 22, 2005, pttfooa] check to Borm for C^^
the amount of $100.00.

9. Febniaiy 2, 2006, pcnonl checks to tec^^
and Jerry McPcak for $100.00 each reimbursed by the campaign in the amount of $300.00.

10. April 22, 2006, penonal check to the FkankSiwidencampaigji for a retirement COJM
reimbursed by the campaign HI the amount of $200.00.

11. May 25, 2006, penonal check to the Jeff Mc&fahan campaign reimbursed by the
campaign in the amount of $130.00.

12. Augiitf 25, 2006. pefMnal check to the Jennifer Seal campaign ro^
campaign in the amount of $100.00.

All of the above expenditures and reimbursements involved events which I personally
attended for the purpose of meeting people, pirticulariy potential contributors. The campaign
felt at the lime that the reimbursements were permitted under 257: 10-I-20.(aXlX<3 as a
retrribunKmeni**iOTpomicalactivity.M I now undmtand that the prohibit^

precedence over me pennissrve language on expenditures.

AU of the candidates listed atoveiectivedp No
candidate would have known mat my canipogn would be ivmibursing me for the event cost.

13. May 5, 2005, campaign check to the JefTMcMahan carnpaign for registration in a
golf tournament hi the amount of $$00.00.

While this also represented an event 1 attended for my own campaign purposes the use of
a campaign check was not proper. This is the oiUy instance where the Edmondson campaign
directly wrote a check to another campaign account.

The reimbursements I received from die faimatkm of the 2006 c«npa^ in January 2004
to date total $2,750.00. 1 have, this date, written a pcnooal check to the Ednxndson for Attorney
General 2(X)6 campaign accotint in that amoral We will
also be riling one or more amended reports to reflect this action.

If you or the Commission require any additional information about these transactions
please let me know. Thank yon for yoiirassistarice and advice in tru^niarter.

Sincerely,

W. A. Drew Rdmondson
Attorney General


